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All participants (applicant, applicant s representative, PTO personnel): 

n) William J. Klimowicz. (3) 

(2) Charte>& R. Watts (4) 

Date of Interview: 23 April 2007 . 

Type: a)EI Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)E] No 
If Yes, brief description: 

Claim(s) discussed: None . 

identification of prior art discussed None . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)|£l was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Si b ?J a !? 0e ° f ,nter y iew deluding description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See enclosed Interview Summary, appended hereto 

i^ Ul il r . de ! Cripti , 0 ^, if nece 1 s s ai V. a nd a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 

3Va a S S ' muSt be attaChed " Also " where no of the amendments that would render toeTtelms 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANirP OF tmf 

GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THI<T 

2S? a V ct W x^L!; t °^ THE MA,L,NG DATE OF TH,S 'NTERVIEW SUMMARY FOfS [wwS^sSvTER TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. mierview 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 

Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Offio* action Examiner's signature, if required 



U SJ, I'aloul arid Tr.'jdr.mnr* Office 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP>, Section 71S.Q4, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

KS'S SSni^SSl. 8 ' ^ ™ «"*■*« ^ M record lft ^ 

Title 37 Code of federal Regulations (CFR> § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (h) 

in every instance whom rennnwderation is requested in view of an interview with an exnminer, 0 complete written statement ot the reasons om^nted it ih» u^u^ « 
warranting tavoraufc action must be fika by Ac applet An interview does not remove the necessity to*to*M*l7n£ s^e^in^il u.&c ?3% 

aii k, ..I.*** r> . -r , 37 CFR §1 .2 Business to t>e Iriinsactod in writing 

T *^?t ™ X e Patem " Tffel ^: nafk ° ffice 9 h <*"d transacted in writing, f he personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or aoents at th* PitPni ™t 



in m m rt i»J? h 6 rSh 0 i^? Pa ! ent and Jl attem J Jri< «*» «**wt be based exclusively on the written record ,n the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the faduie to record the substance of interviews 

,ho " b . M L 6 i re *P° 1 _ nsi, ' ilit y of «» applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance ot en interview of record In the aoDlication file un]»» 

TtvocS T^ZZT^ ! $ ^erwise provided for in Section 81?01 of ?he Manual of Patenl ExlmS P-oSu e° o?Kg 
m ™ fl£ ™ or unmadawe script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below Where the 
substance » ^P^'V ^ed in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Recoil « ™red 
-Content B " « 7SL ffi y , 8ha " 1,6 fll ?" an *PP~Pnate Paper No , placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listen on the 

JX^T 0 the file W "PP»- ln a Pe*°nal interview, a duplicate of the Form Is given to the applicant (or attorney or aoentt at the 

S w^o* X to me LJ^E * * interview, the'eopy is mailedto the U^n^respJnde ce address 

rl fum^„^ P ^L , h t official nnrnmun.cat.on. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or " other 
. sumsiances oigwur, me i-orm snouid be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of tho following information: 
Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of Interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 
An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be bv 
no?^ b6ing a »™^ N*= Agreement as to allowability isWa.ive L does 
The signature of the examinor who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

>k u ,! ^ ri f $ ' rab,e that tne examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation lo record the substance of the Interview nf *irh ^6 >• 
Should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a <^*% a!* recordat n X i^ * 

nThH^H^- p l°^'* co *f ° n of the substartC * ^ any interview should include at least the following applicable items 

1 ) A brief description of the nature ot any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted w 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) :t^:ss; e r? of a substentive na,ure di9cussed ' uniess *~ ™ «**»™ - 

5) a brfefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

£nnir^ n t^h" IT™ 1 ]?. n0t ** ten9th J 0r elab <>'* te - * verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments * not 
required. The .dentrficat.on of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thnjst of the principal arguments mlde to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desk to SasizTand Wly 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or nnght be persuasive to the examiner ) n Pn™ze ana runy 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7> mS£ 9 ° rteral reSUltS ° f ™ tCOVnQ °' the interVieW ' Untess "> the Interview Summary Korm completed by 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant s record of the substance of an Interview If the record is not comniete and 
accurate, the exam.ner w.n give the applicant an extendable one month time period to cornet the record complete end 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement an^nul^h^T^^K °' her ? aS °" S ° f reC0rd ' ,he examin e r should send a letter setting forth the c*am.n e r' 5 version of the 
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Summary of Interview 

On April 5, 2007, Applicant submitted a Supplemental After-Final Amendment. Alter 
carefully reviewing the Application, the Examiner discovered that a supplemental Declaration 
Hied June 28, 2004, appeared to be incomplete. More specifically, in an Advisory Action mailed 
in a corrected Declaration filed on June 28, 2004, Applicant had the asserted: 

the specification in application Serial No. 10/803,878, filed March 19, 2004, 

and with the amendments through or ( ) the specification in 

International Application No. _ , filed , and as amended on 

(i ('applicable). 

I hereby state that I have reviewed and understand the content of the above- 
identified specification, including the claims, as amended by any 
amcndment(s) referred to above! 

The Examiner in the Advisory Action mailed April 18, 2007, maintained that the 
Declaration was incomplete in that the Applicant had not properly declared or asserted that the 
inventor had "reviewed and understand the content of the above-identified specification, 
including the claims, as amended by any amendment referred to above." 

The Examiner, had previously surmised that since Applicant had not identified that the 
amendment was specifically amended as of the filing of the After-Final Amendment, on April 5, 
2007 , the Declaration was incomplete. 

The Examiner informed the Applicant, that (he Amendment filed on April 5, 2007 had 
been entered, but since the Declaration was incomplete, could not be allowed at the time. 

Applicant called Examiner requesting that the case be allowed. The Applicant stated that 
the even assuming the Declaration was improper, the case could still be allowed, with an 
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objection to the Declaration. Moreover, it was the opinion of the Applicant that the type of 
Declaration filed by Applicant is of the type that had been accepted many times by the Office in 
other applications. 

After consultation with Technology Center 2600 SPEs (William Korzuch, David Ometz) 
on April 23, 2007, the Examiner was informed that the Declaration would should be considered 
acceptable by the Office since at the time the corrected Declaration was filed (6/28/04), there 
was only a single prc-amendment, filed on the same day as the tiling of the application (3/19/04). 

Thus, ihe lixaminer thereby vacated the previous Advisory Action mailed April 18, 2007, 
and informed the Applicant that no further action would be required on Applicant's part. The 
Applicant was informed via a telephone contact on April 23, 2007 (hat the case was ready for 
allowance and thai a Notice of Allowance would shortly be (orihcoming. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William J. Klimowicz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7577. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (6:30AM-5 :00PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hoa Thi Nguyen can be reached on (571 ) 272-7579. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, coniaet the Electronic Business Center (F.BC) at 866-217-9197 (loll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




WJK 
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